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FOR THE. 


Clergy of 4 the Church of England, Oe. 


RYH E Engliſh c 
B25 have of late been treat- 
add in ſo extraordinary 
a manner, that it is high 


time the Publick ſhould 
be made ſenſible what 
Right they have to the many Civilities 
that are daily beſtowed upon thern. 
As dans Title of * Book ſpeaks Good- 
2 3 Will 
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will to that Order of Men, I _— 
that many Prejudices will lie again 
Pt nr d ln r Ace 
Juſtice of Mankind, as not te believe 
that Truth {by whemſoevet offered) 
will ſotewbere meet With Friends; 
eſpecially when it ſhall appear, that the 
Diſpute is not about the Temporal 
Rights of Clergymen, but about Rights 
of another kind, in which the Intereſt 
of our eommon Chriſtianity is mere 
directly and immediately concerned. 
To bring the Reader a little nearer in 
view of the Point I mean to offer to 
his Conſideration, I muſt vbſerve, that 
the favourite Opinion of thoſe who 
have been moſt viruletit apainſt the 
Clergy is, that they ate mee Creatures 
of the tate; and that Biſhops in par- 
ticular have no Power of any kind 
but what the Broad Seal creates. H 
this be true, I think chat the Broad Seal 
ſhould be affixed to the BIBLE in 
every Pariſh Church in the Kingdom 
for (1 will venture to fay.it) the ſame 
| | | Power 
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Power that can create the Miniſters of 
Chriſt, can create-che Goſpel It is a 


Doctrine as old as Chriſtianity, chat the 
Miniſters of Chriſt act by a Power de» 
legated from Chriſt in the Miniſtration 
of the Word and Sacraments : And how 
d& are chey che Miniſters of Ghrilt 2 
This che Clergy (it ems) have fff 
the Honeſty to maintain and inſiſt 
upon z und for this they art attack d 
with all the Acrimony and -Batrernels 
that Malior can duggeſt. It is worth 
white to try this Cauſe, and ſee on 


which Side the Miſtake lies; in which 
ro 


my Purpoſe is only to lay together 
12 Obfervations which may 
ſerve to direct plam and hoteſt Minds, 
who arc trot verſed in Controverſies of 
this kind. What our Laws fay mn this 
Caſe will be conſidtred in the Counte 
of the Argument. Bur I will take 
Leave firſt co appeal to the 'GosPEL 
as what, in ſuch Points, is, or ought t 
be a Rule, even to LAW 1T&ELF. 


The 
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The Reader will perceive, that I con- 
ſider myſelf as writing in a Chriſtian 
Country, under a Chriſtian Eftabliſh- 
ment, and to Chriſtian People; and 


under any other Circumſtances. the 


Diſpute 15 ridiculous and abſurd. 
Thoſe who do not believe the Goſpel, 
have no Right to meddle with the 
Goſpel, any farther than to confute it 
if they are able: And they who have 
attempted this of late, have acted, 
(tho' unſucceſsfully, yet) with much 
more Decency and Propriety than 
others, who, at the ſame time that 
they have been offering to the World 
the ſtrongeſt Preſumptions of their In · 
fidelity, and the moſt evident Proofs 
of their Ignorance or Contempt of the 
Sacred Writings, ha ve ſet themſelves 


up as — of the Laws of Chriſt; 


and undertaken to write down the 
Powers of the Chriſtian Clergy. Of 
all Perſons living theſe Gentlemen have 


the leaſt Reaſon to expect to be either 
| 3 heard 
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heard or anſwer d: And tis not from 
any Regard to ſuch that I write this, 
but out of a Regard to others, who, 
whilſt they mean well, may judge ill, 
and haſtily take up any thing for Law 
or Goſpel which with a great Degree 
of Confidence is given out as ſuch. 
The Appeal (as T ſaid) lies firſt to the 
Goſpel, and there I will begin. 
It is evident (and muſt be ſuppoſed 
in the Queſtion) that the Goſpel was 
intended to be the Religion, net only 
of the Age in which it was firſt pub- 
liſhed to the World, but alſo of the 
Ages to come. And fince upon the 
ceaſing of Inſpiration, and of the ex- 
traordinary Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, 
the Doctrine of the Apoſtles remained 
the Standard of the Faith, it will fol- 
low, that Chriſtianity could no other- 
wiſe be propoſed and offered as the 
Religion of — Ages, than by hand- 
ing down the Doctrines taught by the 
Apoſtles to future Ages. 
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What now was to be done in this 
Caſe ? What Courſe was to be taken 
to provide (fo far as the Inſtability of 
human Things would admit) that the 
Apoſtolick Doctrine might be tranſ- 
mitted pure and unmix d to Poſterity 2} 
The Scripture ſhews you in what 
Way the Apoſtles themſelves. ſet out. 
The things that thou haſt heard of me, 
the ſame commit thou to faithful Men, 
a ſhall be able to teach others alſo. & 
Theſe Words were ſpoken by S. Pau] 
ro Timothy, whom he had made 
Biſhop of Epheſus: And the like 
Charge he gives to Titus; For this 
Cauſe left I thee in Cree, that thou 
ſhouldft — ordain Elders in every Cit 
— If any be blameleſs — obey, juſt, 
holy, temperate, holding faſt the faith- 
ful Word as be hath teen taught, that 
he may be able, by ſound Doftrine, both 
to exhort and convince the Gainſayers. 


\ Theſe Paſſages, and other Directions 
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of the ſame kind, (frequent in thele 

Epiſtles) ate an inconteſtable Proof of 
theſe two Things: viz, 1. That the 

Apoſtles: conſider d the Faith of the 
Goſpel as a Truſt committed to them b 
Jeſus Chriſt, which was to be deliver 
down by their Hands to the Generations 
to come. 2. That in order to this, they 
choſe out ſuch Perſons as, by the 
Soundneſs of their Faith, and the So- 
briety of their Liyes, were fitteſt for 
this weighty Charge; who had it alſe 
in Truſt to appoint others, as the Exi- 
gency of the Church ſhould require. 
Had the Faith of the Goſpel been lefc 
entirely to this traditionary Way, great 
Inconvenieneies might have enſued 
and it is perhaps more than a proba· 
bility, that long before this Time we 
ſhould have had no Goſpel. For this 
Reaſon the good "3 4p of God 
hath provided us with the Scriptures 
(the Writings of the Apoſtles) which 
were quickly diſperſed over all the 
Chriſtiana World, and ſerved (as they - 
will ever ſerve where they are honeltly 
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wake. — 


will perpetually hold; and in Fatt ic 


made ule of ) for a Touchſtone, to di- 


ſtinguiſh the genuine Apoſtolick Doc- 


trine from Counterfeits, and'to check 
all growing Corruptions. — Bur what 
I would Pin ay cure is, That 
from this Act of the Apoſtles, appointing 
a * Perſons with whom the 
Faith of the Goſpel was ſpecially to be 
entruſted, the 55 miniſterial Func- 
tion, and the Diſtinction between 
Clergy and Laity (which ſome now- 
a-days love to confound) takes its Riſe. 
Ask many who call themſelves Chriſti- 


ans, and they will tell you, Fhat (for 


any Diſtinction made by Chriſt or his 
Apoſtles) all Chriſtians are Prieſts, all 
alike intruſted with the Miniſtration of 
the Word. But from the Beginning it 
was not ſo; Nor is it now ſo, nor has 
it ever been ſo. The Method be- 
gun by the Apoſtles, in the very 
Nature of it, is ſuch as ſuppoſes it 
intended for a Continuance ; the 
Reaſons upon which it is founded 


1S 


(485) 
is true, that there never was a Church 
in the whole Chriſtian World, whe 
ther Greek or Latin, where there has 
not been a current Authority ſubſiſting 
in a Succeſſion of Men who were ander- 
ſtood by their Office, ſpecially and di- 
ſtinctly from all others, to be entruſted 
with the Miniſtration of the. Word, as 
by Authority from Chriſt. From the 
Death of the Apoſtles to the Time of 
Conſtantine, there can be no Queſtion, 
but that this Method was conſtantly ob- 
ſerved, and the Truſt handed down from 
Biſhop to Biſhop. Power the Church 
had then none, but what reſted entirely 
within herſelf; and therefore this Method 
_ have been followed, unleſs you 

ill ſuppoſe, that after the firſt or ſe- 
cond Generation of Men were gone off, 
all things were left to Chance and Pri- 
vate Diſcretion, and every Man allowed 
to take upon himſelf the Office of a 
Miniſter in the Church who had a 
mind to it; a Notion which is both 
abſurd in itſelf, and a flat Contradic- 

177 8 ee 


"( 12 ) 
tion to every Record of thoſt Times 
that is now left us. 


When the Empire became Chri- 
ſtian, what followed ? A Church 
there was already ſubſiſting under the 
Powers delegated from Chriſt. And 
did the Roman Emperors, becauſe 
they were Chriſtians, underſtand thoſe 
Powers as devolved to themſelves * 
Did they look upon themſelves as en- 
ruſted with the Miniſtration of the 

Word and Sacraments - Did they 
MAKE Biſhops, or Prieſts, as they 
did Proconſuls and other Civil Officers, 
by their own Authority? No ſuch 
Matter. As Chriſtians, they thought 
themſel ves bound to protect the Church. 
They granted Privileges and Immuni- 
ties, and made Laws both to Clergy 
and Laity, enforcing Obedience to the 
Laws of Chriſt and the Rules of the 


Church, given in purſuance of the Au- 


thority veſted in her by Chriſt. And 
though in ſome Caſes they reſtrained 
Church- men in the Exerciſe of their 
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Authority (as, in conſequence of the 
Prasction by them granted, they had 
a Right to do, ſo long as there was no 
interfereing with the Laws of Chriſt) 
never did they conſider themſelves as 
the Source and Fountain of Spiritual 
Power, ot Church-men as mere Crea- 
tures of the State. For the Succeſſion 
was ſtill every where cartied on; and 
Biſbops and Prieſts wete made by 
Biſhops. Biſhops were placed in par- 
ticular Sees by the Nomination or Con- 
firmation of Emperors, or by the Suſ- 
frage of the Clergy or People, accord- 
ing as the. Uſage of Churches was; but 
in no Age was Election or Nommation 
underſtood to create the Epiſcopal Au- 
thority z but Ordination, which was 
alw uſidered, in the Eye of Law, 
(w lt appear to be in common 
n Act purely Spiritual, de- 


Sen 
ri ved from Chriſt as Head of the Church, 
and exerciſed under him; inſomuch that 
no Act of Civil Authority whatſoever 
could ſupply the Want of it, ot qualiſy 
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(44: 
an unordained Perſon to act as a Mi- 
niſter in the Church. 


; Theſe are Points well underſtood by 
all who are in any meaſure acquainted 
with the Hiſtory of the Ancient Church. 


And give me Leave to ſay, That OUR 


Conſtitution, as ſettled by the Refor- 
mation, ſtands upon the ſame Bottom. 
For do our Laws know of any ſuch 
thing as a Biſhop or a Prieſt without 
Ordination? It is very eaſy to ſay, 
(and it has been ſaid) that this is a 
Matter of mere Form, in which Bi 

act not as Miniſters of Chriſt, but as 
Miniſters of the State. But thoſe who 
ſay this, ſpeak their own Prejudices, 
not the Senſe and Spirit of our Laws. 
Look into the Offices of Ordination, 


and fee how the File in which they are 


drawn up will agree with this Notion. 


W hen in the Office for ordaining Prieſts, 
it is expreſſy ſaid, That they are cal- 
led to be Meſſengers, Watchmen, and 


Stewards OF THE LORD, to feed and 


provide 


('45 3 
provide for the Lord's Family; when 
they are exhorted to themſelves 
dutiful and thankful to THAT LorD 
WHO HATH PLACED them in ſo high 
a Dignity ; when in every Office, 
whether ir be for Biſhops, Prieſts, or 
Deacons, the Ordination is ſuggeſted 
to be performed in purſuance of the 
Directions of Chriſt, ho hath appointed 
divers Orders of Miniſters in his 
Church; and when the Words of 
Ordination run perpetually, In tbe 
Name of the Father, and of tbe Son, 
and of the Holy Ghoſt ; can any Man 
in his Senſes. doubt, whether a Biſho 
in conferring Orders, is not conſidered 
by the Law, as executing a Commiſ- 
ſion under 9 — Bur let the 
Law itſelf ſpeak. In the 37th Article 
it is ſaid (negatively) © Where we at- 
“ tribute to the Queen's Majeſty the 
„ chief Government of all Eſtates of 
« this Realm, c. — We give not to 
our Princes the Miniſtring either of 
God's Word or of the i 
1 | 1 the 


* 


c 


our Princes, does not (ſays the 
include a Power to miniſter God's Word 


(16) 
* the which Thing the Injunctiaus alſo 
“ Jately ſet forth by Elizabeth our 
“Queen do moſt plainly teſtify.” 
Can any thing be more clear? The 
Prerogative which our Laws give to 
Anicle) 


and Sacraments; and if Princes are 
not entruſted with this Admiaiſtration, 
it is a very clear Caſe that they cannot 
reſt in the Bybops of the Church, 
whom the Law conſiders as acting 
(in theſe Points) not under the Mag- 


rate, but under Chriſt. The fol- 


lowing Part of the Article ſays (poſi- 
tively) That the Queen challenged 


 ** that Prerogative only which was 


given always to all godly Princes in 
Holy Scriptures by God himſelf.” 
Let me ask then: Was there not in 
Fact an Order of Prieſthood ſubſiſting 
in the Zeqwy/h Church, and acting by 
Divine Commiſſion * There was. 
Doth it appear then from Holy Scrip- 
* tures, 


* 


C03 

- tures, that God gave any ſuch Autho- 
rity to the Fewiſh Kings, as was incon- 
ſiſtent with ſuch an Order of Prieſt- 
hood, acting (I ſay) by Divino Com- 
miſſion He neither did nor could 
give any ſuch Authority: Neither then 
do our Sovereign Princes, by their Pre- 
rogative, claim any ſuch Authority; 
for the Article declar:s the Authority in 
both to be one and the ſame. 


As the Article refers to the Injunc- 
tions of Q Elizabeth, to the Injunctions 
let us go, where we find the ſame thing 
aſſerted as in the Article: viz. That 
the Queen challengeth xo Authority or 
, Power of MINISTRT of DivINE SER“ 
VICE, (i. e. the Word and Sacraments) 
in the Church —— nor ANY OTHER 
Authority than that was chall-nged — 
by K. Henry VIII. and K. Edward VI 
What Authority did K. Henry chal- 
lenge ? Or how did he explain his 
Prerogative? You may fee in a Let- 
ter of his yet extant, written to the 


- # Sce Sparrow's Collection. 


G ' *' Clergy 
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Clergy of the Province of Tori, Anno 
1533, where he ſays in Terms, That 
the Miniſtration of Spiritual things 
(which he explains to mean, Preaching, 
and adminiſtring the Sacraments) was 
BY CHRIST committed to PRIESTS. 
I know it will be objected, that ſome 
Biſhops in this Reign (as alſo in the 
Reign of his Son Ed. VI.) took out 
Commiſſions importing an Acknow- 
ledgment, That all Juriſdiction, 
« Eccleſiaſtical as well as Civil, lowed 
« from the King as its original Source, 


and that they held their Biſhopricks 


« only during the King's Pleaſure.” 
But it 1s very remarkable, that in the 
very Inſtrument taken out by. Bonner, 
the King recognizes a Di vixk COM- 
MISSION in Biſhops: The Words are 

theſe, © Te licentiandum eſſe decerni- 
* mus — ad exequendum, vice, no- 
*© mine, & autoritate noſtris quæ- 
© cunque autoritatem & juriſdictio- 
nem Epiſcopalem quovis modo re- 
* See Cabaſa. 


/ 4 ſpiciunt, 


| 1 
„ ſpiciunt, PR R TER ET ULTRA 
EA QUE TIBI EX sAcRIS LI 
*' TER1S DIVINITUS COMMIS# 
«© $A ESSE! DIGNOSCANTUR,” i. e. 
Me licenz#' you to do in our Stead, in 
our Name, and by our Authority, aubat- 
ſoever things do in any ways apper- 
tain to the EpiſcopaF Authority and 
Juriſdiction, E X C ET AND: 
ABOVE: THOSE THINGS 
WHICH VE AGKNOWLEDGE 
TOHAVE BEEN COMMITTED 
TO W O GOD: BY THE TE. 
NOR OF THE HOLY SCRIP+ 
TURES. If there is any Senſe” in 
theſe Words, it is this, That there is 
an Authority veſted in Biſhops b 
Chriſt, 22 from all manner & | 
Authority which they do or can receive 
from Chriſtian Princes. But if this 
be the Caſe, you will ask, How comes 
Ordination to ſtand at the Head of 
thoſe Epiſcopal Acts veſted in the 
Inſtrument, as what the Biſhop was 
licenſed to execute by Authority from 
the King? For ſo the Words are, 
C3 8 
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{© Te licentiandum eſſe decernimus. ad 
% ORDINANDUM, &c.“ i. e. We licence 


vo to OR DAIN c The Dif- 


ficulty, as I apprehend, is not great: 
For it is to be obſerved, that the In- 
ſtrument does not declare the King to 
be the Fountain of ALL Power, (as 
Biſhop Burnet &, by Miſtake, repre- 
ſents it) but the Fountain of all Ju- 
KISDICTION, Eccleſiaſtical as well as 


Civil, or (as it is otherwiſe expreſſed 


in the ſame Sentence). © Qmnium 
$5 T he 


Source of all MAGISTRACY. And 


what is Eccleſiaſtical JuUrisDIETION ? 


Why it is the Execution of Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Laws, with ſome CI vil EFFECT. 
So far as the Acts of a Biſhop are 
attended with Civil Influence, ſo tar he 
acts as a MAGISTRATE under the 
King; and Ordination, (in virtue of 
our Eſtabliſhment) draws: à Civil Ef- 


fect after it, as well as other Acts of 


* Hiſt. Reform. vol. I. ad Ann. 1539 See the In- 
ſtrument at large in the Collection. x 
Eccle- 


(2a) 


Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction. But 


am not concerned. to ſhew the Con- 
ſiſtency of this Commiſſion. Be it, as 
Biſhop. Burnet ſtiles it, a frange.one, 
(and I will not underrake to jultify. it 
unter it axe my Pur- 
poſe, that Biſhops are expreſly tecog. 
—_ as ns by Comm ſn Be 
Chriſt, in things purely Spir ttiepd'y a8 
they are likewiſe, in another Commiſ- 
ſion of the lame kigd, 'taken: out by 
Cranmer in the Beginning of the next 


Reign, which runs exactly in the ſame 


Stile: So that from the Article of the 
Church of England, and according to 
the declared Senſe of out Kings, in 
thoſe Times when Pretagative was 
carried to its utmoſt Heighth, it ap- 
peats that there is SOME: Difference be- 
tween a Biſhop-or a Prieft, and a 
Superviſor or Common Exaiſeman.. 
Das 53), on DRA, 011005 
This Matter I recommend to the 
Conſideration; of thoſe Gentlemen who 
have given it out, and repemed it a 

bai | hun- 
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hundred times, without bluſhing, that 
the Clergy are under an OATH 
(meaning - the Oath of Supremacy) 
whereby they have acknowledged that 
they have no POWER but what they 
received from the Crown. Which 1s 
ſo wicked an Abuſe upon fimiple Minds, 
that it is ſcarce to be match d by any 
Example. * Atte 


What Hardſhips the Laws in ſome 
Countries may have laid upon Biſhops 
in the Execution of their Office as 
Chriſt's Miniſters, it is nothing to the 
Purpoſe to conſider. Hines, Baniſb- 
mens, Confiſcations, or whatever elſe 
you can think of that is forbidding or 
dreadful, will hurt THE MEN, they 
cannot hurt THE'AUTHORITY. What 
if Chriſtianity had never received Pro- 
tection from Civil Laws; muſt we 
therefore have had no Goſpel? How 
then came the Goſpel to be preached at 
frrſt againſt the united Powers of the 
whole Earth ? Or what if”: thoſe 
ED) Princes, 


Kt 
Princes, any where, who have re- 
ceived the Faith, ſhould depart | from 


the Faith, and pretend to ſet up. 


another Religion? Is Chriſt s Autho- 
rity therefore at an End? Are the 
Hands of the Biſhops tyed up, fo that 
they cannot rightfully execute his Com- 
miſſion > There is no Difficulty in 
ſeeing the true Anſwer to theſe Que- 
ſions, 


To 1 on therefore with the. Matter 
in hand, it may be asked, perhaps, 
How are we aſſured that the Miniſte- 


rial Power has been (in fact) handed 


down from Biſhop to Biſhop, through 
a conſtant uninterrupted Succeſſion, 
from the Days of the Apoſtles to this 
very time? St. Paul, we read, ordained 
Timothy, and Titus; and he, and the 
reſt of the Apoſtles, no doubt, or- 
dained many others: So the Succeſſion 
began. But how can we tell but that 
ſome where or other, in Proceſs of time, 
the old Succeſſion might fail, and a 


1 new 
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new one be ſet up, commencing with 
thoſe, who, not being themſelves right- 
fully veſted with the Miniſterial Au- 
thority, could not therefore deliver it 
down to others after them 2 To this 
1 anſwer: That if we know nothing 
of this Matter, I think it nothing con- 
cerns us. Unknown Defects the Equity 
of ALL Laws will ſupply. The pre- 
ſent Set of Biſhops throughout the 
Chriſtian World are in Poſſeſſion, and 
it lies upon thoſe who would diſpoſ- 
ſeſs them, to ſer up a better Claim; 
or, at leaſt, to prove from plain and 
evident Facts, that their Claim is ill 


grounded. Interruptions there have 


been, I confeſs, in the Succeſſion of 
Biſhops, as the Succeſſion has been 
limited and reſtrained by Canonical 
Rules. But this is nothing to the 
Point. For the Canons of the Church 
were Rules of Men appointed for Or- 
der and Diſcipline, not Laws of Chriſt. 
When a Biſhop was ordained unca- 
nonically (as ſuppoſe he was ordained by 


one 
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one Biſhop only, when the Canons of the 
Church required that there ſhould have 
been tavo or three; or when he acted 
as a Biſhop in a particular S e in which 
he was not canonically inveſted (as 
ſuppoſe he had intruded himſelf into a 
See not vacant } the Acts of ſuch a 
| Biſhop were irregular, and culpable, 
as they were a Breach of the Peace 
and Order of the Church. But it 
will not therefore follow that he was 
No BISHOP, or that his Epiſcopal 
Acts were MERE NULLITIES, 
For the Epiſcopal Power flows nor. 
from the Rules of the Church, but 
from the Laas of Chriſt, which have 
intruſted the Miniſtration of the Word 
and Sacraments, and the Power of 
committing it to others. in Succeſſion, 
in the Hands of every Biſhop ingh, 
and ſolely. The thing then that ſhould, 
be proved is this, That there is or ever 
was a Church in the whole Chriſtian 
World under Epiſcopal Government, 
(and ſuch anciently were all Churches) 
where the Succeſſion can be ſh wn to, 
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have been defived from à Head not 
Epiſcopally ordained; and when this 
38 ſhewn, I Will give up the Point, fo 
far as thoſe Churches 'ate concerned 
which are affected by ſuch Interruption. 
But 1 will be bold to ſay, that all the 
Learning in the Wotld cannot produce 
any one fuch Cafe, and chat there is the 
higheſt Probability chat no ſuch Caſe 
ever happened. Near two hundred 
Years have how paſſed ſince the Refor- 
mation. And if the Queſtion ſhould 
be asked, How many within this Pe- 
| riod have been made Archbiſhops of 
the Provinces, or Biſhops of particular 
Dioceſes, WITHOUT Epiſcopal Ordi- 
nation, there is never a Mah of com- 
mon Senſe in Eugland, chat will not 
anſwer, That there never u ot told 
be any ſuch thing. Go backward two 
hundred Years mote, and as "marry 
| hundred Years as you pleaſe till higher, 
it will be all one: For the Laws of 
the Church, and of "Chriſtian King- 
doms and Empires, which were the 
ecurity of the Sücceſſton, were (in 
241 A 2 | this 
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this Reſpect) every where the ſame. 
And is it credible, that when every 
Deviation from Canonical Rules only, 
bred ſuch Con vulſions in the Church, 
that any Perſon would, any where, 
ever have been #amely accepted as 4 

ſhop, who bad not ſo much as cer 
ceived Ordination from a Bithop ! Ot 
that, if there had been any Stirs upon 
ſuch an Uſurpatios, we {hould not 
have had ſome Account af it in His 
ſtary, as well as we ha ve had of other 
Broils of far leſs-Conſequence! But 
the ſhort Anſwer you have had already. 
Can it be proves, that there ever was 
any ſuch Interruption as we are now- 
ſpeaking of? If it can, Prove it. If 
it cannot (and as yet it never has been 
proved) you ſay nothing. For in this 
Caſe it holds true: Quæ ſupra nos, 
mbil ad nos. ihe 


As little to the Purpoſe (or Jeſs if 
2 is what has been objected 
from the Corruptions. of former Ages. 
n D 2 How 


How often has it been thrown in the 
Teeth of the reformed Clergy, That 
they had their Orders from the Idola- 
trous Church of Rome? The Fact is 
allowed. The Church of England 
HAD her Orders from the Church of 
Rome; and tis her Glory that ſhe had 
her Orders from legitimate Hands, whe- 
ther corrupted or uncorrupted. I ſay, 
from legitimate Hands : For what have 
the Corruptions of any Church to do 
with rhe Conveyance of the Miniſterial 
Authority? The Apoſtles delivered 

the Doctrines of Chriſt to their imme- 
diate Succeſſors, pure, and ſound : By 
length of Time Cotruptions crept in, 
What then? Did the Truſt ceaſe? 
Were Biſhops no Biſhops, becauſe thro 
Ignorance or Wickedneſs (if you pleaſe) 
they adulterated the true Goſpel Doc- 
trine? As reaſonably may you ſay, 
That a Steward is no Steward, becauſe 
he accepts falſe Coin, or embezzles his 
Maſter's Goods. On the other hand; 
the Church of Rome, tho' corrupted, 


yer 
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et legitimate Med of the Mini- 
Cn that Autho- 
rity to the Church of England, which 
has reformed from thoſe. Corruptions. 
For God's fake "where's the Harm of 
this? Are our Orders the worſe be- 
cauſe our Religion is better? Theſe 
are ſorry Objections, Which none but 
weak Heads could b or as weak 
ones can reci ve. 


The Truth is: Every Biſhop who 
gives Orders, gives a = ruſt to preach 
not Bis own Doctrines (as his) — the 
Doctrines of Chrift. Therefore, if the 
Perſon ordained ſees Cauſe to depart 
from the Doctrine held by the Biſhop 
who ordained him, he is — 8 a» 
part from it; and yet the Tru 
tinues the ſame. The Law 
is every Man's Rule, whether pip 

or no Biſhop; and this is that w 
hath given Riſe to that awicked 7. 124 
dr ſome = le will call it) of Creed- 
ug. ink that ten Words (al- 

000 will explain this Point _ 
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ture Doctrine, can he honeſtly diſpenſe 
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of late has occaſioned great Clamour) 


to any moderate Capacity. For, what 


does a Biſhop do when he propoſes a 
Creed or Syſtem of Fairh to be accept 
ed by any Perſon who offers himſelf 
for Holy Orders? Why, he propoſes 
bis own Senſe of the Scripture Boc- 
tries, as the Rule of his own Con- 
duct in canſerring Orders. Aud 
muſt he not do this? Has a Biſhop 
any Rule but the Scriptures? Can 
he judge of the true Senſe of the Sarip- 
tures other wiſe than by the Uſe of his 
own Underſtanding? Or what he 
honeſtly believes to be the true Scrip- 


with in thoſe to whom he commitsche 
Care of Chriſt's Church? Every one 
will perceive how far the true Anſwer 
to theſe Queſtions will Jead him, and 
and find that there can be no ſuch 
thing as condemning the Practice of 


the Church of England in this Parti- 


cular, without being reduced to the 
Neceſſity of ſaying, That whilſt every 
Creature elſe has as Judgment of his 
| 3 


. 
ow, the Biſhops ALONE ought to 
Fe none. 

To cloſe this point: 1 "IF is A 
och Sctiptute and our Laws allow) Bi- 
1 in the Miniſtration of che Word 

Sacraments, act by Commiſſion from 
Chriſt; it is their ane and 
cout be rhei bounden Duty, to enquire 
into the Chatacters of thoſe who offer 


themſelves to be made Preefts, 
or Deacons, and to tb — 
them, as they ſhall find them 


| lied 
or unqualified by che Laws o 


Chriſt. 
And there be any thing in the Laws 
of this Realm which hinders B 
from diſcharging their Duties in this 
Caſe, it will infer ſuch a Repugnaney 
in out Conſtitution, as is not cafy to 
be reconciled. Whether there is, or 
15 not, any ſuch Repugnancy, 1 is a Point 
which I do not-undertake at preſent to 
determine. The thing moſt to be 
wiſhed, is, that there may never be any 
Qcrale fon for ſuch Diſputes; and * 


(32) 
the Rigour of the Law (if in any Point 
it ſhould be too ſevere upon Biſhops) 
may be (as it hicherto has been) ſoftened 
by the Wiſdom and Moderation of our 
Sovereign Princes, conducted by a ſted- 
dy Rogue ro God's Word, and. the 


Intereſts of Chriſtianity, as taught and 
profeſſed in the Church of England. 
Whilſt the Civil and the Ecclefpaſftical 
Powers act thus in Concert, all will be 
well. The State needs not to envy 
the Church her Spiritual Authority, 
whilſt Church- men yield thatAllegiance 
to Kings, which is neceſſary to give 
Strength and Stability to their Govern- 
ment. Nor need the Church envy the 
State its Prerogative, whilſt none are 
recommended to Church Promotions, 
but thoſe who are qualiſied to be a 
Credit and an Ornament to their Pro- 


feſſion. 1 


I have one thing more to demand 
in behalf of the Engliſb Clergy, which 
is, That they be diſcharged of a "I 

5 diſ- 


e 
diſagreeable Office which ſome Gentlemen 
have taken great Pains to force upon 
them againſt their Wills, That, I mean, 
of damning People, and ſending them 
to the Devil. As the Clergy are in» 
ruſted with the Miniſtration of the 
Word and Sacraments, they have and 
muſt have a Right to declare their 
Senſe of the Scriptures, and to exclude 
from vifible Communion (as well as 
from the Miniſteria! Function thoſe 
who ſhall! appear to diſavow what 
they judge to be the true Faith, But 
as the Declarations of the Church leave 
every Man entirely to his own Con- 
ſcience, as direted by the Word of 
God, ſo her Sentence leaves every Man 
ro ſtand or fall, at the laſ Day, by the 
Judgment of his great Maſter; and [am 
poſitive, that no Clergyman teaches any 
other Doctrine. Even the Refinements 
about the Spiritual, Internal Effects of 
Abſolutions and Excommunications, (of 
which perhaps the worſ# that you oughe 
to ſay, is, that they are unmtelligible ) 
E: 0008 
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have. been wearing off ever ſince tho 
Reformation, and are by this time (I 
think) quite done with. Vet are the 
Clergy loaded at every Furn, as if 
they were ſtill in the very Dregs of 
Poupery, or of ſomething (if there 18 
indeed that thing) that is manſd than 
Popery ! The Caule is viſihle; Prigſ- 
craft, Spiritual Tyranny, Domincering 
over Mens Conſctences, and the like, 
are fine Words to lead up. a C with; 
when the Clergy are to have the Mab 
raiſed about their Ears, and to be made 

odious. ANA | 


— wich Shadows of my ouin 
raiſing: up, let him go, to the Author 
of Tus INDEPENDENT WH 16, 
A Writer! of whom 1. will fay nothing; 
but leave his Horks to ſpeak. his Merit. 
Of the Clergy, whom he has painted out 
as ſuch Monſters, I will beg Leave to 
tay thus much; That neuer did they 
deſerve ill Freatment 4% than _ 4 

Q 
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No Where is. Chriſtianity taught. ia 
ter Puriey than im chr Church of 

land. In no Age has ir been het- 
ter defended; than in this jn no time 
has there been; fewer Cauſas o Com- 
plaint of the Behaviour of the Clergy 
in point of Morals. Never was there 
a better Diſpoſition in them to pay 
Duty and Allegiange to Hig M 4a E- 
STY and HIS ROYAL FAMILY. 
From which it is manifeſt, that theſe 
Outrages againſt the Order, are the 
Effect of mere Libertiniſm, and a gene- 
ral Diſaffoftian to all. Revealed Roli- 
gion; againſt which ſome Men are fo 
violently bent, that neither Parts, nor 
Learning, nor Sobriety, nor Loyalty, 
nor all the good Qualities; uniting in 
aClergyman, which conſtitute an ami- 
able Character, aud would gain him 
Honour in anꝶ eber Situgtion of Life, 
(no, nor Dim added to theſe) 
can ſecure him ſtom choſe Affronts, 
which a Man that underſtands himſelf 

would be aſhamed to offer to a com- 


| mon 
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mon Porter.” There are, I ecull;ſonis. 
lealonable Men Rill left among us, and 
how much theſe things are ſor out 
a ww Conte uences N 
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